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thief." But a position so extreme would perhaps be inadvisable in an 
article tending to point out the danger of so great extension of govern- 
mental powers, and the futility of attempting to effectuate the moral code 
by administrative processes. " Junius." 

[We quite agree that the edict of the Postmaster-General increasing the 
weight of parcels-post packages had no warrant in equity or in law. We 
believe further that resistance by the railway companies would have been 
justifiable and successful. ... It is the intention of the present Adminis- 
tration, we understand and hope, to right the wrong inflicted upon Colom- 
bia by President Roosevelt. — Editor.] 

THE FALSE STEP 

Joliet, Illinois. 

Sie, — In the November number of The North American Review you 
criticized the Administration on account of its responsibility for the 
" rider " attached to the Sundry Civil Appropriation Bill passed at the 
last session of Congress, and which exempts organizations of farmers from 
prosecution under the Sherman Anti-trust Law. The basis of your criticism 
is that this is class legislation. Your conclusion is undoubtedly correct. 
In fact, it would seem that it is, as was said by Mr. Taft in his veto of an 
appropriation bill containing a similar rider, " class legislation of the most 
vicious sort." 

Now, I wish to refer you to an article by Hon. David Jayne Hill, which 
appeared in the December Review, and wherein it is said: 

" The division of men into friends and enemies of Constitutional Govern- 
ment must be based upon the attitude they assume toward its fundamental 
principle. This principle being the existence of equal and adequate guaran- 
tees, by which the life, the personal liberty, and the property of every citizen 
are rendered inviolate, every person and every organization that aims to 
secure advantages to the detriment of others must be classed as an enemy 
to Constitutional Government." 

Mr. Hill, of course, states a truism, and the action of the Administration, 
as described by you, is a matter of common knowledge. How, then, can 
one escape the apparently logical conclusion that the Administration is not 
qualified for membership in that class known as the friends of Constitu- 
tional Government? Your assistance in affecting such an escape will be 
greatly appreciated. Dorrance Dibell Snapp. 

[One error does not constitute irremediable sin. — Editor.] 

MATTERS OF OPINION 

San Antonio, Texas. 
Sir,— Yon question the legal and moral right of the President of the 
United States to say who shall be President of Mexico. This is truly a 
matter of question, so far as the legal right is concerned, but, so far as the 
moral right, it is not open for question with any self-respecting nation 
with a full knowledge of facts and considering that commercial and ma- 
terial matters should not dominate the moral question. Europe was not at 
all interested in the moral side, only in the material side, so recognized 
Huerta. As one renegade American located in the City of Mexico very 
aptly states, " little they cared if Mexico had a democracy or not," and they 
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wore not at all interested in the political aspirations of the Mexican 
people. 

It is to the credit of the American people that President Wilson rose 
above this, and did consider the whole matter from a moral standpoint and 
acted accordingly, thus marking a new era in the world's history. 

You further state that it is the consensus of opinion all over this coun- 
try that it would have been the part of wisdom to give Huerta a chance. 
1 question this flatly, for when the events happened bringing about the 
murder of Madeio 1 asked for the editorial opinions of the leading one 
hundred daily papers in the United States, and out of the hundred only 
thirteen favored recognition of Huerta, and since that time, keeping in 
touch with public opinion in this way, I find that it has not changed, and 
at the present time President Wilson is backed up with almost a solid pub- 
lic opinion, the great majority of the Press, and by his Congress, and, still 
further, has brought Europe into line with his policy, a victory in every 
respect not open to question whatever. 

Next I come to your statement that the President's method frustrated his 
own intent, and instead of eliminating Huerta has riveted him in his place, 
to be expelled by force of arms. It is only at the end we can judge of this, 
and the end is approaching and does not as yet indicate anything of the 
kind. Huerta reminds one of the standpats, and is either unable or will 
not see the end. Further, he is helped by the lack of real patriotism on 
the part of the richer classes in Mexico and also by their cowardice. Due 
to this he, with his army, is able to hold them in check, as the real patriotism 
is only found among the Constitutionalists. And the policy of the President 
of the United States is slowly eliminating Huerta, and the force of arms 
is on the part of the Constitutionalists, and not by the soldiers of Uncle 
Sam. 

(1) The next point I beg the liberty of questioning is the statement that 
Huerta has been in any way strengthened by the so-called refusal of 
Governor Carranza to accept any mediatory proposals on the part of the 
United States. What Carranza really did, nobody knows except the Presi- 
dent and his Cabinet and Mr. Hale. That it is possible that Governor 
Carranza took the opportunity to place himself on record before his own 
people as opposed to mediation was good polities on his part. The Huerta 
people have accused him of wanting to form a confederacy out of the 
States of Northern Mexico, and of being assisted in this by the Government 
at Washington, for it has been openly stated that the State Department at 
Washington would favor this move; but Governor Carranza is too wise to 
be caught in this way, and knows his own people well enough not to even 
contemplate such a move. In addition, we have seen Carranza gaining 
ground right along, and Huerta losing, certainly a refutation of your con- 
clusion. 

(2) You state that we are confronted by a condition of anarchy, nor 
by a theory of government, and this condition is becoming intolerable. 

Now, if the calm treatment of this question on the part of the American 
people indicates such a condition, I fail to see it, and about the only ones 
who view the situation as you do in this respect are the foreign colonies in 
Mexico City, and the interests affected by the war going on, and right here 
one might say that the present war in Mexico is none of their business, and 
the further fact remains that it is the Mexican people who are suffering the 
most and will have the bills to pay, and not the foreign interests. The 
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damages claimed are absurdly exaggerated, and the settlement at the end 
will show this. 

Commenting on the President's high purpose and his good faith, you 
state that the policy he sincerely believed in has failed. Here it is well to 
wait to the end, for it has not come as yet, and only then can this statement 
be made, but I venture the assertion that it has not failed so far, and that 
it will not fail in the end. 

(3) A reversal of policy is impossible; it would place the American 
Government in contempt, and, further, it is a point which can hardly be 
discussed. You say well, however, that we must strengthen somebody, but 
you say ill when you state there is little choice. The Constitutionalists 
should be accorded every possible assistance, for they are clearly entitled 
to it. They have the sympathy of the mass of the people of this country, 
and they have done nothing to forfeit this sympathy. Theirs is a cause 
we should have full sympathy with, for it is one of a people securing their 
rights under the law and to be enabled to enjoy their personal and political 
liberties. They have been abused and called bandits and robbers, but it 
remains a fact that only where the Constitutionalists are in control is there 
order, and where the Federals are in control order is only a cannon's shot 
from their garrisons. Due to the fact that the mass of the people in Mexico 
are in full sympathy with them, the Constitutionalists, and, give these same 
people the right to secure arms, Huerta would be run into the Gulf of 
Mexico in a month. 

(4) Armed intervention would be a shame and a disgrace to our people 
and their government. Here is Mexico torn by internal conflict, and to 
the point of exhaustion unable to withstand any armed movement, and to 
consider a move like armed intervention now would only clinch the state- 
ment made by the Latin American people, that the United States was only 
waiting for the opportunity to seize Mexico. 

I beg to submit the above to your kind consideration and ask on your 
part a more sympathetic treatment of the Mexico case, and I believe a 
review of the situation in the light of recent events will convince you that 
this would be the right course. Believe me, with respeets, 

Willakd L. Simpson. 

[(1) Mr. Carranza's statement was made over his own signature. As- 
suming that deceiving his own people was "good politics," was it good 
morals? We had not heard that "the State Department" favored separa- 
tion of the Northern States. It is the bandit Villa who has "gained 
ground,'' not Carranza, who still remains in prudent seclusion. (2) Surely 
the foreign residents of Mexico possess some claim to consideration. If 
the war is not " their business," how can it be ours? (3) We have seen no 
reports of disorder in towns held by the Federals. The rebels were accorded 
the privilege of obtaining arms on February 4th. The month within which 
Huerta is to be run into the Gulf expires on March 4th. (4) Undoubtedly; 
but — whither are we drifting? — Editor.] 

FROM A WOMAN IN VERA CRUZ 

Veka Cruz, Mexico. 
Sir, — I am here in Vera Cruz for several weeks during this period of 
"Watchful Waiting," which I wish I might feel is as temporary as my 
stay; but the feeling here is that Huerta is good for many months yet, and 



